The general attitude towards venereal disease that may be shown at any particular period reflects to a surprisingly large extent the spirit of the time. In an application to the " Quarter Sessions Recognizances " in Manchester, Easter 1628, " Elizabeth the wyef of Henrie Lees of Redich (Reddish near Stockport) caryer" in asking protection for herself and her husband, complains that " Richard Thorpe of Feylsworth, Blacksmyth, hath verie dishonestlie and malitiouslie miscaryed himself towards your petitioner's husband, not onelie by inffectinge his former wyef with contagious and loathsome diseases by adulterous dealinge with her but likewise to take awaye your petitioner's husband lief . . ." An application to the Manchester Quarter Sessions in 1651 refers to " a pore young woman in our towne of Ashton-under-Lyne infected with a filthy deceasse called the French p6xe " (France and Fessler, 1945) . To call a venereal infection " loathsome and filthy " is typical of the puritanical spirit of the seventeenth century. A Satirical article by J. Addison in the Tatler in 1710 (reprinted by Harrison, 1943) on the surgical restoration of noses destroyed by syphilis demonstrates the lighthearted and frivolous attitude with which venereal disease was regarded during the larger part of the eighteenth century.
Trevelyan has stressed the fact that social changes occur gradually and slowly, and therefore there is always an overlapping of ideas and customs. This fact applies also to the attitude shown towards venereal disease. Further, it has to be kept in mind that different classes of society usually show a different attitude. Puritanism in the seventeenth century was especially strong in the provinces and in the north; the courtiers of Charles II Puritanism in the Nineteenth Century The tolerance of the eighteenth century was replaced by a completely different attitude in the nineteenth. Venereal disease had become something that was sinful and degrading and which had to be kept secret at all costs. As it had become improper to print the word " venereal disease" in a newspaper*, this word had to be replaced in the advertisements by phrases such as "certain disorders," " certain insidious diseases," " a few prevailing diseases frequently contracted in a moment of intoxication," " that cruel disease, which is so dreadful a scourge for illicit pleasure."
A typical example of an advertisement in the first half of the nineteenth century is the following, from the Blackburn Alfred of September 25, 1833. In boxes at 2s. 9d. each, or five boxes in one, at 1 ls. with full and explicit directions, by which either sex may, with the utmost facility, cure themselves.
The advertisement then goes on, in the usual style, for considerable length. " An enormously rapid sale of 10,000 boxes annually" is boldly claimed. The pills are of " matchless superiority" and are " the only eradicator of that deadly distemper." They are " strongly recommended to the attention of sea-faring men." The word " venereal"
is not mentioned at all. * In leaflets from the end of the eighteenth and the beginning of the nineteenth centuries dealing with patent medicines for venereal diseases, the word " venereal " is not omitted, very likely on account of their limited circulation (Fessler, 1946 In the same newspaper on November 22 of the same year " Dr. Arnold's Pills " are recommended as " an efficacious remedy for the venereal disease." ,@On the other hand one finds occasionally even in the first half of the nineteenth century advertisements which mention venereal disease without any transcription (possibly some editors were less strict). When even the representatives of the quack treatment had discarded the dogma of the unity of the venereal diseases, advertisements can be seen which are specified either for syphilis or for gonorrhoea (Fessler and France, 1947 to be confidentially and successfully consulted on all forms of private diseases" and that "his facilities are such' (being in correspondence with the most celebrated physicians of the old world) of obtaining the safest as well as the latest remedies for these diseases . . ." The latter asks to be " consulted on all diseases incident to the human frame" and promises to give " particular attention to diseases of the urinary organs, and all diseases of a private nature, in both sexes." One gets the impression that advertisements of patent medicines for the treatment of venereal diseases are relatively rare in the American newspapers. In the very detailed paper, " The Doctor and the Newspaper in the Territory of Michigan 1817-1837," by F. J. Anderson (1947) only one drug for the treatment of venereal disease is mentioned, namely " Shinn's Panacea."
The unfortunate desire to keep everything about venereal disease as secret as possible lasted, with all its evil consequences, up to recent times. Even now, after the emancipation of women, after more changes in the social structure, and after two world wars, this attitude has not yet completely disappeared. It is realized, however, that venereal disease is not simply a medical, a moral, or a legal problem, but that it is foremost a social problem.
Sources of Study Changes in the general attitude towards venereal disease and' the differences which can be seen in different classes of society and in different countries make up part of what might be called the social history of venereal disease. Sources for the study of this subject are scanty and widely scattered. It is very difficult to say to what extent venereal diseases have spread at any given period.
No statistical data are available before the second half of the nineteenth century (some of the Scandinavian countries excepted), although there is plenty of data about the infection of individuals. The information from the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries usually relates to the infection of kings and noblemen, that from the following centuries being concerned mostly with famous men, such as poets and artists. Very little is known about the spread of venereal diseases among ordinary people and how they reacted to their infection, or where they went for treatment. Rolleston (1934 Rolleston ( , 1938 , D'Arcy Power (1934), and McLachlan (1943) founded during the philanthropic area of the eighteenth century) refused to admit patients with syphilis. This unfortunate situation was only partly corrected by the foundation of " Lock Hospitals" in some of the bigger towns (the first hospital of this type was founded in London in 1746). The lack of treatment facilities favoured quack treatments. It is characteristic that some quack doctors offered (in theory at least) " free advise to the poor." The secrecy, which surrounded the venereal diseases problem during the nineteenth century was another factor favouring the quacks. However, in 1916, when the State took over the responsibility of providing treatment for everybody infected, whether rich or poor, the quack treatment of venereal disease came to an end.
